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This is sent as a protest to the proposed per-minute charge for Internet
service. I find it ironic that as the government sets in motion a phone tax to
provide schools with Internet access, they would at the same time make the cost
of Internet access out of reach for a lot of privet citizens, by allowing the
phone companies to asses these charges. I utilize my computer and the Internet
as
my link to the knowledge, government, education and the world. I am not a small
business or entrepreneur merely a private tax paying and voting citizen who

would consider this a personnel assault on my right to information accessF?EE(:EE'\/EE[)
making the cost prohibitive.

Diane M. Winters JAN 12 1998

Kiddwyn@hotmail.com
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I do not believe that 96-45 would benefit anyone other than the large phone
companies. JA
This is another attempt at creating the monopoly that ATT used to enjoy. N 12 1998
I also believe that MANY internet users would be forced to quit. FEDERAL
PLEASE reconsider this self-serving motion by the phone companies. mnomcomm
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I do not agree with having to pay per minute fees for internet o EROERAL CONMUNIBATIONS COMMISSION
think it matters whether I am on the phone talking to someone, or on 1 SEFICE OF THE SECRETARY
communicating with someone via the internet or E mail. If per minute charges
were instituted, I wouldn't be able to afford to send what I am sending now.

Also, I think it would severely cut all forms of commerce over the internet, I
do a lot of buying via internet, and a lot of businesses that exist only because
they are available worldwide over the internet will cease to exist. The internet
is growing as fast as it is only because of it's low cost. Anyone with a
computer can hook in for a small fee of 20 bucks or so a month. We already pay
for the phone service, there is no need for the phone companies to get greedy
and start trying to charge by the minute. America on Line used to charge by the
minute, they had to change their billing practices to stay in business. I have
two phone lines, one for internet, one for normal phone use. If you allow my
local phone company to start charging by the minute, I will stop using the
internet, and drop the extra phone line. So they get no extra money out of me,
and I cut my bills to them by 50%. Do you realize what you are doing-?
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I am opposed to this proposal. FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION
Do not allow access charges for internet usage. OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY
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As I see it, here's the issue: Local phone companies

in general want the ISP business to themselves. They're FEDEMCOMMUMCATMCOWM
claim that all this Internet use 1is overloading their Uﬁﬂiornﬁsﬂmﬂm"
systems -- while simultaneously running to open their own

ISPs (which of course would NOT be subject to these

charges). Obviously they think the ISP business is worth

pursuing, they just want to price everyone else out of
the market.

This would be unfair to people like myself who would be subject to

these per-minute charges. The local phone company's Internet service
doesn't even cover the remote location I am in... that is unless I

want to pay their communication surcharge. I am only an E-2 in the

Alr Force, and I don't get paid a whole lot of money for what I do.

The internet is my primary comunication with family back home. If T
can't get a connection at a fair price to me, I would end up practically
cutting off my family.
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JAN 12 13998
I am against the proposed changes to the current
universal services regulations, specifically any changes allowing HmBMLaMWWWMﬂmS(mMMmmm
additional fees to be levied on phone users and/or ISPs. OFFICZ OF THE SECRETARY
I don't see how phone company's can claim the internet user or his ISP are tying
up system resources and at the same time
simultaneously running to open their own ISPs (which of course
would NOT be subject to these charges). Obviously they think the
ISP business is worth pursuing, they just want to price everyone
else out of the market. I believe local phone companies
in general want the ISP business to themselves and are once again
trying to use the regulation to ensure they win.
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RECEIVED

The assesment of charge for internet usage and a per minute basis is su‘ANr ]_ 2 1998
outrageous! Internet users cannot and will not standy-by and watch the
government that has no idea of the repercussions of such an act, im ﬁmn
fee upon computer users. Is it not enough that people with more than Onnﬂﬂhﬁﬂg COMMISSION
line have to pay charges to help schools with internet access. If the phone ETARY
companies cannot handle the influx of internet usage, then why are they starting
thier own internet businesses? 1 am sure I speak for most of the people of the
United States, when I say butt-out of our lives! Find something/someone else to

tax! We are sick and tried of watching “"our" hard earned dollars being wasted
by this government.
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I am appalled by the phone co. wanting to in my eyes get there
already profit driping hands on something that we as the public
are alreadypaying them for. Do they or do they not ask us for
money to install a seperate line, do we or do we not pay for
(on a monthly basis) there service. I have e-malled everyocne
I know and told them to do the same to ask you to tell the
profit co. I mean the Phone Co. where to get off the merry-
go-round that they have jumped on to try to make, or take some
more of our money. As for me and my friends we will QUIT!,
interneting all-togeather, ther are enough games out there
to keep us busy into the NEXT millennium.
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JAN 12 1998
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I do not believe that a per minute charge would be productive. All it dﬁﬂ!ﬂ”nﬁsgmﬂmw

accomplish is to force the average person (like myself) to quit using the
internet, because of the high cost. This whole thing sounds like a big scam by
the phone companies so they can get richer than they already are. The added
usage of thier phone lines created by ISPs also creates more business for them.
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RECE!VED
JAN 12 1598

HDEMLGOMMUMQWKNGCGMMESMN
I have been informed by my ISP that the FCC palns to impose per OFFICZ OF THE SECRETANY

minute fees on internet access. If this goes through I will be
forced to discontinue my sbbscription to internet access and I will
also disconnect my telephone service. The online community is
enraged over this and I am sure that many people will end up

doing just as I will. Good day.

Matt Anderson

spork69@iland.net
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As I see it, here's the issue: Local phone companies

in general want the ISP business to themselves. They're JAN 12 1998
claim that all this Internet use is overloading their FEDERAL COMMUNICA
systems -- while simultaneously running to open their own omceopmgmmo“

ISPs (which of course would NOT be subject to these
charges). Obviously they think the ISP business is worth
pursuing, they just want to price everyone else out of

the market.

If these access charges go through, most users Internet
access will cost significantly more -- either directly,
by the telephone company's charging us more for our
phone line(s), or indirectly, by ISPs raising their rates
in order to cover their additional costs.

Want some scary numbers? Long distance companies pay
$.06/min access charges to local telephone companies. If
similar charges were placed on Internet calls, users who
spend an average of 60 minutes per day on-line would see
their monthly bill go up ~$108/month. That's not small
change.

I and Everyone I know Oppose this Proposition and also those

persons and organizations who vote for this proposal. I also

Feel that a Mass E-Mail needs to be sent out with ALL names
organizations and companies who would even consider this

proposal as an option. There's already enough confusion

with all of the long distance carriers out there with the

difference in prices etc. The Internet as we know it would

would cease for the majority of middle income families. A fee of

this much would cause me and my family to be forced to drop internet
connection as I'm sure it would for Thousands of others, if not millions.
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